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given us a translation of the " Chansons du Rossignol" and
the "' Dictionnaire de la Langue, des Corbeaux." It is, therefore,
difficult to understand how a contrary thesis "became prevalent
in this age, how Descartes and Buffon, the declared adversaries
of animal intelligence, have succeeded in turning the scale in
favour of their ideas.

Descartes regarded animals purely as machines, as automata
provided with mechanical apparatus. It would he difficult
to surpass our great philosopher in ahsurdity when he treats
of these animal machines.* Equidem bonus dormitat Descartes.
The systematic errors of Buffon on the same subject are well
known.

The partizans of Descartes and of Buffon have popularized
the idea of instinct put in the place of intelligence, of the word
replacing the thing. But, in simple truth, what difference is
there between intelligence and instinct 1 None. These two
words only represent two different degrees of the same faculty.
Instinct is simply a weaker degree of intelligence. If we read
the writings of naturalists of this country who have studied
the question, Frederick Cuvier (brother to George Cuvier),
and Flourens,t who has but commented upon Frederick
Cuvier's book on the more profound work of a learned con-
temporary writer, M. Fe"e of Strasbourg, J we shall easily find
that no fundamental distinction between intelligence and

* This question is specially considered in Descartes' " Discours
sur la M&ltnde."

t "De rInstinct el de llntdl\g<nce. des Animavx" Paris, 1861.
J "Etudes Philotophiques sur VInstinct et VIntelligence dc$
" Strasbourg, 1853.